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PFMARKS 

Tl^e Office has required restriction in the present application as follows: 

Group I: Claims 1-4, drawn to a fihn; 

Group II: Claim 5, drawn to a laminated film; and 

Group m: Claim 6, drawn to a coated substrate. 

Applicants elect with traverse. Group I. Clahns 1-4, drawn to a fihn. 

The Examiner has indicated that invention Groupsland II are related as mutually 

exclusWe species in an intermediate and final product relationship. In the present case, the 
intem.ediateproductofGroupIcanheuseMasas.nglecoatingonasuhstrate.h.addit^ 

invention Groups I and IH are also indicated as mutually species in an —.ate and final 
product relationship. h.th.mstance, the intermediateproductofC^oupIisdee^^^ 

as a laminated structure. 

Applicants respectfully averse *e Resection R«,— on .he grounds .ha. „o 
aae,ua.e reasons and/or examples have been provMed .o suppo« a conclusion of pa.en.ahle 
dis^nction he.ween *e iden«fied groups or shown «ra. a hurden exis. searching all of *e 
clain.. Applican. ponr. ou. *a. .he lan.na.ed mn, of Group U, claim 5 depends on Group . 
clain..-4,andflrerefore,areaconrhi„a.ion.subcon.bina.ion relationship and^»o-way 

distincness is retired. Since .he Examiner ha. no. shown a .wo-way dis«nc„ess hereon 
invention Groups I and II. resection bcween ftese .wo ^oups is improper. Witi. regard «> 
^ distinc«ess between invention Groups . and HI, since .he coa.ed subs.a. (lU, re<,u.res 
.be same coating of fihn (I), ti.ese .wo Groups are also a comhmation-subcombmation, 
requiring two-way distinctness. 

Moreover, the M.P.E.P. in §803 states as follows: 
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merits, even though it includes claims to distinct and independent 
inventions.'* 

AppUcants respectfully submit that a search of all the claims would not impose a 
serious burden on the Patent Office. 

Accordingly and for the reasons presented above, Applicants submit that the Office 
has failed to meet the burden in order to sustain the Restriction Requirement. Withdrawal of 
the Restriction Requirement is respectfully requested. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the above-identified application is now in 
condition for examination on the merits, and early notice of such action is earnestly solicited. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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